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The identity of F. melanotis with F. figulus, assumed by 
most authors, seems to me not beyond doubt; for Swainson 
describes (according to Reichenbach’s translation) the top of 
the head as blackish brown. 


FURNARIUS LONGIPENNIS, Swains. Two Cent. 356. 207; 
Reichenbach, loc. cit. 204; Gray, Hand-list, sp. 2186.— Peru. 


‘< FURNARIUS TENUIROSTRIS, Pelzeln,” Gray, Hand-list, sp. 
2183; Giebel, Thes. Orn. i. 217. 
Evidently a lapsus calami, perhaps for F. longirostris. 


Furxarius cRIsEUs, Swains. loc. cit. 325, = Campylorhyn- 
chus griseus. 


Furnarivs rasciatus, Swains. loc. cit. 351, = Campylo- 
rhynchus fasciatus, Reichenbach. 


FURNARIUS LEUCOPTERUS (Jard. et Selby), Reichenbach, 
loc. cit. 205,= Anabates leucopterus (Jard. et Selby). 


OPETIORHYNCHUS RECTIROSTRIS, Pr. Neuw. Beitr. iii. 2. 
679. 

Furnarius rectirostris, Reichenbach, loc. cit. 204. sp. 495 ; 
Burmeister, Th. Bras. iii. 5; Gray, Mand-list, sp. 2180. 

This bird, distinguished by its graduated tail and the shape 
of the bill, should, as Burmeister has already remarked, form 
the type of a distinct genus. 


XXXIV. Remarks on the recently described Parrots of the 
genus Chrysotis. By P. L. Scrater, M.A., E.R.S. 


Tne American Parrots of the genus Chrysotis have always 
been an attractive group tome; and I have examined a large 
number of specimens of them, both alive in zoological gar- 
dens, and stuffed in various museums which I have visited. 
Having lately had the opportunity of studying several typical 
examples of some of the more recently described species of 
the group, I have a few notes to submit on them. 

In his great work on Parrots, Dr. Finsch recognizes 32 
species of the genus Chrysotis. In our ‘Nomenclator’? Mr. 
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Salvin and I followed Dr. Finsch’s arrangement very closely, 
but allowed only 31 species, as, althongh we included Chry- 
sotis bodini (Finsch, P. Z. S. 1873, p. 569, t. xlix.)*, described 
subsequently to the completion of ‘Die Papageien,’ we 
omitted Chrysotis erythrura and C. bouqueti, of which neither 
Dr. Finsch nor we had ever scen examples. Curiously 
enough, both these two species have now become well known 
tome. Chrysotis erythrura I first saw living at Amsterdam 
(see P. Z. S. 1879, p. 438) ; and I have subsequently obtained 
a living specimen of it for the Zoological Society (cf. P. Z. S. 
1880, p. 23, t. 11.), besides a skin for my own collection. Of 
Chrysutis bouqueti I shall speak further on. The valid species 
of Chrysotis at the time of the compilation of the ‘ Nomen- 
clator’ (1873) should therefore have been given as 33 instead 
of 31. Since that period six other species have been de- 
scribed, concerning each of which I have a few remarks to 
offer. 


~~ 1. Curysotis Lactirrons, Lawr. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Se. 
1. p. 125 (1878), 

of which Mr. Lawrence has most kindly forwarded to me 
the typical specimen for examination. 

This bird, which was formerly living in the Central Park, 
New York, seems to me to be undoubtedly an example of 
C. ochroptera (Gm.). It agrees well with an example of 
that species in my own collection, and also with the plate in 
Levaillant’s ‘ Parrots,’ 98 bis, which Dr. Finsch pronounces 
to be ‘‘ excellent.” 

Mr. Lawrence appears to have been misled by the words 
in Finsch’s diagnosis, “speculo alari nullo,” whereas C. 
ochrocptera has a conspicuous red patch on the bases of the 
inner secondaries. But Dr. Finsch clearly describes this 
patch. 

The only certainly ascertained habitat of this Parrot seems 
to be Venezuela. 


-F 2. CHRYSOTIS CANIPALLIATA, Cab. 
When at Berlin, in May last, Dr. Cabanis was kind enough 


* Cf. also Sclater, P. Z. S. 1879, p. 438, and 1880, p. 28. 
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to show me his type of Chrysotis canipalliata (Jour. f. Orn. 
187-4, p. 105). I found it to be one of the late Mr. Salmon’s 
skins of the species which Mr. Salvin and I (P. Z. S. 1879, 
p. 538) had determined as C. mercenaria (Tsch.). So far as I 
ean tell, after looking into the question again, the determi- 
nation arrived at by Mr. Salvin and myself appears to be 
correct. 

I observe that Dr. Cabanis, in his description of the sup- 
posed new species, speaks of C. mercenaria, but does not 
point out the differences between it and C. canipalliata. 

I may remark that the red patch at the base of the secon- 
daries in this specics is absent in young birds. Tschudi ap- 
pears to have taken his description from a young bird, and 
his figure from an adult; cf. Finsch, Papag. ii. p. 595, and 
Sclater, P. Z. S. 1858, p. 75. I have in my collection a 
young bird of this species from the Rio Napo, and an adult 
from Antioquia (Salmon). 


3. Curysoris APOPHÆNICA, Reichen. Orn. Centralbl. 1880, 
p. 16, is, in my judgment, as I have already stated (Ibis, 
1880, p. 378), =C. albifrons 9. 


‘> 4. CHRYSOTIS PANAMENSIS, Cab. J. f. Orn. 1874, p. 349, is 
founded upon the northern form of C. ochrocephala, which 
is diagnosed as being smaller in size, and having a yellow 
bill. I have scen many examples of this bird; and two such 
are now living in the Zoological Society’s Gardens. They 
are certainly distinguishable from the ordinary larger form 
with the dark bill, and should rank as a subspecics if not as 
a species. The “ Bogotá” bird appears to be the true C. 
ochrocephala. There is one skin of Chrysotis panamensis 
in Messrs. Salvin and Godman’s collection from Veragua 
(Arcé). 


-+-5, CHRYSOTIS NICHOLLSI. 

Chrysotis nichollsi, Lawrence, Pr. U. S. Nat. Mus. 1880, 
p. 254. 

The authoritics of the Smithsonian Institution have, at 
Mr. Lawrence’s request, most kindly sent to me for exami- 
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nation the typical specimen of this Parrot, belonging to the 
National Museum at Washington. 

It has so happened that one of the specimens of the Chry- 
sotis from the island of St. Lucia, in the Zoological Society’s 
collection, which I have hitherto called Chrysotis bouqueti *, 
has died; and I have thus been able to examine it carefully, 
and to compare it with Mr. Lawrence’s C. nichollsi. The 
result which I have arrived at is, that the species of St. 
Lucia, which I have hitherto called C. bouqueti, is really not 
that species, but the allied species C. versicolor (Miiller, ex 
Pl. Enl. 360 +), and that Mr. Lawrence’s C. nichollsi, from 
Dominica, is the true C. bouqueti. The difficulty of deter- 
mining living specimens exactly must be my excuse for having 
made this error, and, I fear, of having led Mr. Lawrence into 
committing another. 

The two species are, in fact, very closcly allied, beimg 
generally green, with a blue face and a red speculum. But 
the coverts of the primarics are bine in C. versicolor and 
green in C. bouquet?. This has led Dr. Finsch to place them 
in different sections of the genus Chrysotis, whereas they are 
clearly representative species in the neighbouring islands, 
and ought to stand next to one another. 


6. Curysotis CŒLIGENA, Lawrence, Ibis, 1880, p. 237; 
Sclater P. Z. S. 1880, p. 68, t. 1x. 

This is an excellent species, allied to C. dufresniana of 
Brazil. Myr. Whitely has recently obtained many examples 
of it at Bartica Grove, British Guiana. 

It follows therefore that, according to my opinion, of the 
six supposed species of Chrysotis described since 1878, two 
only (C. panamensis and C. celigena) are valid. This would 
make the whole number of species of Chrysoiis xow known 
to science 35. 


* P.Z.5. 1874, p. 328; 1875, p. 61, t. xxvet p- 816; and List of Am, 
(1879), p. 295. 


+ Chrysotis cyanopis, Finsch, Papag. ii. p. 323. 


